In recent years, the concept of modernization has become popular in the statements of the leaders of the Russian Federation and Ukraine, as an important component of the declared government policy of development in these countries. 2 Modernization in this context is understood as technological innovation and development of globally competitive innovative industries, the growth of productivity of labor and capital, creation of new products and services (Zevin, 2008) .
In contrast to this rhetoric, the contemporary sociology is dominated by a cautious attitude to the concept of modernization and heuristic capabilities of this theory (Allard, 2002) . This is the second wave of critical attitude after a brief, since the second half of the 1980s, period of "rebirth of modernization theory" as a paradigm of "neomodernisation analysis", which, in particular, was associated with the revolutionary changes in the socialist countries (Tiryakian, 1991) . One of the most consistent critics of the modernization theory I. Wallerstain, like other representatives of the world-system analysis in general, emphasizes that this theory provides an ideologically distorted idea of social reality.
According to his famous words, "we do not live in a modernizing world, but rather in the capitalist world", which is divided into the core, semiperiphery and periphery, and in which there is an unfair redistribution of resources and asymmetric competition (Wallerstein, 2000) . Even if an alternative analytical approach is used, formation and evolution of concepts of modernity and modernization are still subject to the logic of sociological theory (Kutuev, 2009, p. 152-153) . In contrast to this J. Alexander (1994) and W. Zapf This duality is a fundamental contradiction of theories of modern society and theories of modernization. Modern society is a reality, yet it is also an ideology. Moreover, it is a utopia that is "just like any utopia has the highest expansionist potential" (Ionin, 2002, p. 230 Modernization is a "special form of development, the essence of which is the transition from traditional to modern society" (Fedotova, 2008, p. 74 However, as it will be shown later, the problem for the theories of "multiple modernities"
is the lack of criteria for comparing alternative interpretations of modernity and determining the criteria of modernity and also the ways of acquiring the status of modernity. After all, for acquisition of this status one needs modernization that is conceptually denied in these theories.
The third segment that I distinguish is clearly Eurocentric in its origin, although, paradoxically, contains a universalist potential.
It is an approach to modernity as a "project", as a societal and cultural achievement of mankind.
It is intellectually similar to the previous one, and some authors can even be attributed to both IF the first interpretation is closer to civilization theories, according to which the type of modern society is not universal (it is either a purely European phenomenon that has reached global scale, or a variety of "multiple modernities"), the second one focuses on the universal ability/ capability of the society to innovate and change.
In this case, the essence of any modernization in any society is "transformation of the perception of time" (Berger, 1990, p. 129) .
It is important to note that when Z. Bauman distinguishes the forms of modernity ("solid"
and "liquid" modernity), he at the same time emphasizes their essential similarity, despite the existence of very significant differences. He argues that "the society which enters the twentyfirst century is no less 'modern' than the society which entered the twentieth; the most one can say is that it is modern in a different way. What Therefore, permanent change and innovation are an extremely important dimension of modernity.
As well as its principal incompleteness, openness to the future. V. Fedotova and her colleagues distinguish four aspects of this incompleteness, among which, in particular, there is the fact that modernity "cannot be completely built because to think so means to believe that societies achieve or can achieve some ideal conditions that do not require further improvements" (Fedotova, 2008, p. 284).
However, one must beware of the dangers of understanding this dimension as an abstract property of social systems. After all, the changes take place in spite of, not because of these systems.
The driving force of change and innovation is social actors that require motivation and favorable conditions for creativity. Therefore, a seemingly quite relative innovative dimension of modern society is inextricably linked to the value dimension of modernity as a project. They are the principles of the latter (the rights of an individual, rationality) that act as premises for "freedom and creativity within social systems, which naturally tend to reinforce themselves rather than to form free actors" (Touraine, 2007, p. 72) .
The fifth segment of sociological discourse, which should be outlined, is the least coherent.
Different in their conceptual origin theories from different social sciences can be attributed to it. In general, the discourse of efficiency and competitiveness of modern society is logically complemented by the temporal theories of innovation and focus on changes. Within the framework of this approach, a very important dimension of modernity was determined.
However, there are significant differences in interpretations of dimension of efficiency that cannot be overcome within the framework of this discourse.
Conclusion
In an attempt to create a systematic picture Along with the general conceptual terms, they also have some differences. The interrelations between these theories are graphically shown in Thus, modernity is multi-dimensional, and systematic application of the full set of the above-mentioned theories of modernity and modernization is necessary for its holistic and adequate comprehension. 
